The

Fall 2000

A Message
from
the Chief

Now that we are well into the 2000-
2001 term, my last asChief Judge, I think it
isagood timeto reflect upon some of the
Y changesand accomplishmentsof thecourt
overthelasthaf dozenyearsand notesome
of theprojectsthat will likely preoccupy thecourtinthenear future.

When| assumedthispositionin 1994, therewereanumber of goal sthat
themanagersand| identifiedfor thecourt. Inalmostall areas—including
automation, casemanagement, casedispositions, casebacklogs, budget,
relations with members of the bar and litigants, and staff training and
evaluation, wehavemet our objectives. Withouttiringyouwiththedetails
(whicharepresentedintheCircuit’ smost recent report), | canconfidently
represent that thecourt’ soperationsarefunctioning well anddo, infact,
provideamodd of cuttingedgeinnovation, particularly whenitcomestothe
effectiveuseof new technologies. Thereare, however, afew areaswhich
bear highlighting asthey areof particul arinterest tothebar.

Consistent with someof our early goals, the court’ scase processing
systemsarerunningsmoothly onevery front. Our casefilingshavebeenhard
to predict in recent years, starting with 1,596 new filingsin 1995, then
droppingto 1,355in 1996, thenrisingto 1,5541n 1997 and 1,634in 1998,
thenfallingagainto 1,440in1999. For thetwel vemonthsending Septem-
ber 30, 2000, our casefilingsroseagainto 1,506.

Althoughthereisnodiscernible”trend” infilings, thecourt hasmade
dramaticimprovementsinmost of itscasedispositiontimessince1995. (See
thechartonpage2.) Inaddition, thecourt hasingtituted afirmrulethat, save
for someunusual circumstance, any casethatisheardduringatermwill be
decided during the sameterm. It israrethat the court carries over an
unresolved casefromonetermtothenext.

Asl havereportedinthepast, very few dispositionsof thecourtinvolve
dissentingopinionsor, asthepresswouldhaveit, “ideologicaly split” panels.
Duringthe1999-2000term, thereweredissentsregisteredinlessthantwo
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... FROM THE CHIEF

percent of all of the court’ sdeci-
sions. Andonly tenof 21opinions
inwhich dissentswereregistered
involved"ideologicaly splitpands”
i.e., panelsonwhichthedissenting
judgeandthejudgesinthemagjority
wereappointed by Presidentsfrom
differentpolitical parties.

Thetruthof thematter isthat the
work of the Court of Appealsisa
collegial, notapolitical enterprise.
My colleaguesonthecourt areex-
tremely brightandvery

the War Crimes Tribunal at The
Hague. At the end of last term,
Senior JudgeJamesBuckley retired
after nearly 15 yearsonthecourt.
On November 1 of thisyear, after
15 years of service to the court,
JudgeL aurenceSilbermantook se-
nior status. Both JudgeBuckley and
JudgeWadweresterlingmembers
of the court, and they are sorely
missed. JudgeSilberman, whohas
alwaysbeenamajor contributor to
thework of thecourt, will bemissed
infull activestatus. However, we

appropriated asexpected, ground-
breaking shouldtakeplaceinearly
2002. Construction of the new
annexwill takeapproximately three
years, with the renovation of the
exigingbuildingtakinganadditiond
threeyears.

In addition, at the end of this
calendar year, thecourtwill decide
whether to continuetoact asapilot
court for the Case Management
andElectronicCaseFilinginitiative
of theAdministrative Officeof the
Courts. TheAdministrativeOffice

independent in their
thinking. What makes
themnotable, however,
istheirfirmcommitment
toservetheendsof jus-
tice. Egosand personal
ideologiesshouldbeir-
relevantincasedisposi-
tions, and the members
of the court work dili-

gently tomakesurethat
thisisalwaysso. When
weseethingsdifferentlyinaparticu-
lar case (arelatively rare occur-
rence), wearerespectful inour de-
liberations. Weinvarigbly learnfrom
oneanother.

There are somelegal scholars
andother commentatorswhowould
have it otherwise, but, as | have
attempted to show in anumber of
articles, their viewsdonot offer an
accuratepictureof thecourt. Ithas
beenapleasurefor metowork with
my colleagues on the court, both
becauseof therespectthat | holdfor
themandal so becausel know that
we share a purpose to serve the
publicgood.

Thecompositionof thecourthas
changeddramatically inthepasttwo
years. In November 1999, after
more than 20 years on the bench,
Judge Patricia M. Wald left the
court to accept an appointment to

aregratifiedthat hewill continueto
hear caseswhile on senior status.
Asaresult of thesechanges, there
arenow ninefull-timejudgesand
onesenior judgeonthecourt. This
isthe lowest number of full-time
judgessince 1989, whentherewere
nineactivejudgesonthecourtfora
brief period of twomonths.
Turningtoafew of thecourt’s
ongoingprojects, thelargestforthe
immediate futurewill bethe con-
struction of an “annex” to the E.
Barrett Prettyman United States
Courthouse, includingrenovationof
the existing building. Architect
Michael Graves has produced an
extraordinary designthat will meet
the functional needs of the courts
whilecomplementingtheexistingar-
chitectureonPennsylvaniaand Con-
stitution Avenues. Assuming the
necessary construction funds are

has experi-
enceddelays
Category 1995 As of September 2000 | o G A
Aver agetime from filing 468 days 378 days opment of an
to oral argument (15 months) (lessthan 13 months) appdllatever-
Averagetimefrom oral 65 days 63 days sion of the
argument to disposition program. As
aresult, con-
Ave agetimefrom filing 430 days 250 days trary to our
to disposition (all cases) (14 months) (lessthan 9 months) hopes, elec-
Backlog of pending cases 2,091 1,260 .troniC(?asef“'
ing did not
beginthisfall.

It remainsfor the court to decide
whether itwill continueto partici-
pateintheAdministrativeOffice' s
project or exploreother options.

Finally,inMarch, thecourtsof
thecircuitwill jointheD.C. Circuit
Historica Society incelebratingthe
bicentennial of thefederal courtsin
theDigtrict. A two-day symposium,
whichisexpectedtobeboth inter-
estingandinformative, will bethe
focal point of thecel ebration.

| have been lucky during my
tenure as Chief Judge because |
havehadthegoodfortunetowork
withsomeextraordinary people: my
colleagues on the U.S. Court of
AppealsfortheD.C. Circuit,who
have been unfailingly patient and
supportiveduringd | of my attempts
torevamp court management struc-

continued p. 3
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tures, case-handling processes, and
other systemsthat makethe court
work; the court’s key managers,
whohavebeenbrilliantinplanning
andexecutinggoal stoimprovethe
court; anextraordinary court staff
that hascontinuously workedwith
sdlflessdevotionandwithgresat pro-
fessonaismtoensurethesuccessof
the court’ soperations; and many
talentedandthoughtful membersof
thebar, whohavelenttheir adviceto
hel pimprovethecourt’ soperations
andhavevolunteeredtheir expertise
andtimetoserveasmediatorsinour
AppellateMediation Programand
asmembersof thecourt’ svarious
advisory committees. | havefelt
very secureinknowingthat thebur-
densof my administrativeand man-
agementrespons bilitiesinvariably
would belessened because of the
contributions of these many able
and dedicated people.

| will leavemy positionnext July
with profoundrespect for my judi-
cia colleagues, court managersand
staff, and membersof thebar, and
withunbridledgratitudefor thesup-
portthat| havereceivedwhileatthe
helmof theD.C. Circuit. Although
thepaperwork that comeswithju-
dicial administrationcanbeweari-
some—indeed, thevolumeof pa-
per that weprocessistruly stagger-
ing— | havebeen mostly buoyant
over themany thingsthat thecourt
hasbeen ableto accomplishinre-
centyears. MytermasChief Judge
will end with fond memoriesand
highhopesforthefuture. Thankyou
for your support and encourage-
ment.

Harry T. Edwards
Chief Judge

COURTHOUSE TICKER TAPE. . .

On November 1, Judge Laurence H. Silberman, who was ap-
pointedtothebenchin 1985, took senior status.

Attheend of the1999-2000term, after nearly fifteenyearsof service
on the Court of Appeals, Senior JudgeJamesL . Buckley retired.
Following JudgeBuckley'sretirement, DeeBar r ack, hislong-time
secretary, transferredtotheClerk’ sOffice.

Chief Judge Edwar ds has continued to work as a mentor in the
programfor adol escentsat the UNI QUE L earning Center inthe Shaw
areaof Washington, D.C. Last June, hegavethekeynoteaddressat
theL earning Center’ sannual banquet.

The spring 2000 issue of the Chicago Journal of International Law
containsanaccount by former Chief JudgePatriciaM . Wald of her
first six months of serviceasajudge on the International Criminal
Tribunal for theFormer Y ugodovia. SeeJudgingWar Crimes, 1 Chi.
J. Int'l L. 189-96 (2000). Judge Wald retired from the Court of
Appea sinNovember 1999to accept her new positionat TheHague.

Theinvestiture ceremony for United StatesM ar shal Donald W.
Hor ton washeld on September 15. Mr. Hortonhad beentheActing
United StatesMarshal for theDistrict of Columbiasince June1998.

OnCQOctober 16, friendsand colleaguesof for mer Chief JudgeAbner
Mikvagatheredintheceremonial courtroomfor theunveilingof his
official portrait. Speakersincluded Justice John Paul Stevens,
Attorney General Janet Reno, Provost Geoffrey R. Stoneof the
University of ChicagoL aw School andM arthaW. Bar nett, President
of theAmericanBar Association.

1999-2000Term Statistics: Although casefilingsincreaseddightly
from 1,456 duringthe1998-1999termto 1,481 duringthe 1999-2000
term, averagecaseprocessingtime(filing totermination) decreased
from 271 daysto 268 dayswiththeresult that boththenumber andage
of casespendingat theend of thispast termweresignificantly lessthan
at theend of thelast term.

United Sates Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit
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JUDGE TATEL ASSISTS IN RESOLUTION
OF BALTIMORE SCHOOL CASE

Thispast spring, at theregquest of
theHonorableMarvin J. Garbisof
the U.S. District Court for the
District of Maryland, JudgeDavid
Tatel agreed to mediateacompli-
cated andemotionadly charged case
involving the provision of educa-
tional services to children with
disabilities. As far as anyone
knows, thisextraordinary useof a
federal appellate judge as a
mediator hasonly happenedinone
other case — the Microsoft
antitrust suit.

Late last year, Judge Garbis
contacted Judge Tatel to ask
whether he would mediate a
“fascinating but difficult” casethat
had been on the District’ s docket
for over fifteenyears. JudgeTatd,
who as a private practitioner had
represented both plaintiffs and
defendantsinsuitsinvolving educa-
tionlaw, acceptedthechallenge.

The case, Vaughn G., et al. v.
Mayor and City Council of
Baltimore, et al., was brought on
behalf of childrenwith disabilities
against the City of Baltimore, the
Baltimore School Board and,
eventualy, the Stateof Maryland.
The plaintiffs claimed that the
School Boardhadfailedtoprovide
Batimore' slearning disabled chil-
drenwiththeeducationd servicesto
whichthey areentitled under the
Individua swith DisabilitiesEduca:
tionAct (IDEA) anditspredeces-
sor statute. Inparticular, plaintiffs
alleged that the City and School

Boardwerefailingtoidentify and
properly evaluate the needs of
learning disabled childrenandwere
not providing identified children
withappropriateservices.

Judge David S. Tatel

Similar federal casesarepend-
ing against many other school
systems. LikeVaughn,theyinvolve
significant judicial resourcesand
cost litigantsmillionsof dollarsin
legal fees, whileoftenleavingthe
affected children without legally
required services.

The mediation relied upon a
novel mediationtechniqueinvolving
apanel of experts selected by the
parties. Inanattempt to speedthe
resolutionof thecase, JudgeGarbis
had set a hearing date with the
undergandingthat at thecloseof the
evidencehewould determineaset
number of “outcomes’ or goals
derivedfromtherequirementsof the
IDEA which, if achieved by the
School Boardinthetimespecified,

would end the suit. Althoughthe
parties prepared to present evi-
dence, they also madeit clear that
they wereinterestedinamediated
Settlement.

The mediation objective was
mutua agreement upontherequired
“outcomes.” Thepartiessuggested
that a panel of three education
experts be convened — one
selected by the plaintiffs, one
selected by thedefendantsand one
jointly selected. After meetingwith
theparties, the panel wasto caucus
and, drawing upontheir expertise
andthesignificantbody of literature
on the subject, develop a set of
recommended goal sfor the school
system. After reviewingtherecom-
mendations, the parties were to
lodgetheir objectionswith Judge
Tatel. Judge Tatel wasto mediate
theobjections.

What made this procedure
particularly uniquewasthefact that
the parties had agreed that the
expertsthey chosefor themediation
panel would be their respective
expertsat thehearingandthat each
sidecouldimpeachtheother sde’s
expert with the jointly issued
recommendations.

Upon the issuance of the
experts report, the partiesfiled a
number of objectionsand then met
with Judge Tatel. Following four
days of shuttling between the
litigantsby Judge Tatel, including
onelatenight sessonthat lastedwell

continued p. 5
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past midnight, all but oneobjection
had beenresolved.

Judge Tatel and the parties
determined that the only possible
way to break theimpassewasfor
himtomeet directly withthe School
Board members. Uptothat point,
the Board's interests had been
represented by its attorneys and
staff members. That afternoon
Judge Garbis entered an order
requiring that the School Board
members meet with Judge Tatel.
They did, and, after further dis-
cussion, all partiesenteredintothe
agreement that was presented to
JudgeGarbis.

During his presentation of the
settlement agreement, Judge Tatel
complimented the attorneys and
partiestothesuit. Hecharacterized
the selection and use of theexpert
pand asa“ brilliantmove’ andnoted
that whiletheattorneys* zealousy
represented their client’s funda-
mental interest, they also showed
great flexibility, imagination and
completededicationtothemedia-
tion process.” He also thanked
Amy Totenburg, the court-ap-
pointed monitor who hadenthusias-
ticaly participatedinthemediation
andtowhomthepartiesturnedwith
trust and confidence.

For his part, Judge Garbis
emphasized just how much the
litigants and parties owed Judge
Tatel. Standing, heasked theentire
courtroomtojoinhiminaround of
applauseand thenwarmly thanked
Judge Tatel for bringing about a
settlement that would have a
positiveimpact ontheeducation of
someof Baltimore smost vulner-
ablechildren.

JUSTICE GINSBURG'S
PORTRAIT UNVEILED

Justice Ginsburg with portrait artist Simmie Knox

OnFriday, November 3, 2000, thejudgesof theUnited StatesCourt of
Appealswerejoinedby all of the Supreme Court Justicesand thejudgesof
theUnited StatesDistrict Court for theDistrict of ColumbiaCircuit, aswell
asnumerousfriendsand colleaguesof JusticeRuth Bader Ginsburg, for the
unveiling of aportrait commemorating her yearsof serviceontheD.C.
Circuit.

Remarkscel ebrating Justice Ginsburg’ spioneering career asajurist,
women’ srightsadvocate, and teacher were offered by Justice Antonin
Scalia, Deborah Jones Merritt, aformer law clerk to Justice Ginsburg,
KathleenPeratis, former Director of the ACLU Women' sRightsProject,
and Professor HermaHill Kay of theUniversity of Californiaat Berkeley.
Chief Judge Harry T. Edwards, who presided over the ceremony, also
offeredawarmtributeto JusticeGinsburg.

JusticeGinsburgjoinedtheD.C. Circuit Courtin1980and servedfor 13
yearsbeforebeingappointedtothe SupremeCourt by President Clintonin
1993. Shewasa member of thefaculty of RutgersUniversity Law School
from 1963 until 1971. In 1972, Justice Ginsburg joined the faculty of
ColumbiaL aw School, wheresheserveduntil her gppoi ntment tothebench.
JusticeGinsburgwasa so General Counsdl totheAmericanCivil Liberties
Unionfrom1973to 1980 andthefounder of theACL U’ sWomen'’ sRights
Project.

JusticeGingburg’ shusband, Professor Martin Ginsburg, membersof her
family, her long-timesecretaries, LindaO'Donnell and Cathy VVaughn, as
well as many of her law clerksand ahost of well-wisherswerepresent to
mark theoccasion.

Theoil portrait,commissioned by JusticeGinburg’ sformer law clerks
and painted by artist SimmieKnox, waspresented by Albert Cacozza, Jr.
Mr. Knox a sopaintedtheofficial portraitsof Justice Thurgood Marshall,
Judge Spottswood W. Robinson 111 and Judge Aubrey E. Robinson, Jr.

United Sates Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit
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Consider Televideo Mediation:
It'sThe Next Best Thing To Being There

Duringthepast six months, video-
conferencing hasemerged asanim-
portant, cost-saving resourcefor liti-
gantsandlawyersparticipatinginthe
court’ sappellatemediation program.
Inmid-May, anumber of the parties
and attorneys in a case
involving awestern land
disputegatheredin Room
5118, the court’s state-
of-the-art conferencing
facility. Withthehelp of
acourt-appointed media-
tor, they conducted their
first mediation session,
conferring long-distance
withother partiesandlaw-
yers who used similar
video-conferencing
equipment in the Albu-
guergue federal court-
house.

In July, a second ap-
pellate case — which
asoinvolvedenvironmen-
tal interests and a host of
federal, state and private parties —
wasvideo-conferenced, thistimevia
ahook-up between Room 5118 and
the federal courthouse in Sesttle.

In both cases, the video-confer-
ence was hosted and moderated by
thevol unteer mediator who had been
assignedtothecase. Themediators
opened the conference; asked the
participants, both on-screen and in
the room, to introduce themselves;
allowed eachgrouptomakean open-
ing statement; and then moderated
thediscussionthroughtoitsend. The
conferencing equi pment al soenabled
those who were in different loca
tions, but representingasingleparty,
to confer together in“break-out ses-
sions’ during which other partici-

pants simply |eft the room.

In both cases, the video-
conferencing was extremely suc-
cessful. Amy Wind, the mediator
assigned to the land dispute case,
said later, “At first, | didn't know

Mediators Steve Pollak and Amy Wind
pose in the court's video-conferencing facility.

what to expect. But the video tech-
nique really brought the people out
Westintotheroom herein Washing-
ton, and it was crucial to have those
people so integrally involved. Be-
causepreviousprivate mediation ef-
forts had failed, some of them were
reluctant even to participate in this
process and might have sent only
token representation to Washington.
The video-conference made it pos-
siblefor decision-makersand people
with technical knowledgeto partici-
pateinthediscussion, andthat moved
things forward.”

Steve Pollak, one of the media-
tors who was involved in the July
meeting, reported that “video-
conferencing is a decided asset.

Where you have long distances be-
tween the parties and counsel, you
canbringall of themtogether without
imposing substantial coststhat might
not be warranted for a single meet-
ing. Whilethereisclearly an advan-
tage to being in the same
room as the mediator,
having all the partiesvis-
ibleto one another while
communicating is vastly
preferable to the tradi-
tional telephone confer-
ence.”
Arrangements for long-
distance mediation ses-
sions are handled by the
staff of the AppellateM e-
diation Program, in con-
junction with the court’s
Automation Team. Court
staff will locateappropri-
ateconferencingfacilities
andidentify technical con-
tact people in the target
location, test the court’s
equipment and video connectionsbe-
fore each meeting, and remain on
stand-by during sessions to provide
technical assistance as necessary.
The court welcomes interest in
the mediation program. Attorneys
may request mediation in a specific
case by sending a letter to Mark J.
Langer, Clerk of the Court, or com-
pleting the* Request to Enter Appel -
lateM ediation Program” formfound
onthecourt’ sinternet site. Lawyers
are also encouraged to contact the
Director of the Alternative Dispute
Resolution Program, Nancy Stanley,
to discuss, on a confidential basis,
whether a particular case is appro-
priate for mediation.

United Sates Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit
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ANNEX
UPDATE

Congruction
FundsSalled
iIn HR 5416

Just before midnight on
October 30, President Clinton
vetoed HouseResol ution 5416,
which would have provided
fundingfor construction of the
annex and renovation of the
courthousein FY 2002.

HR 5416, whichwaspassed
by theHouse on September 14
and the Senate on October 12,
provided full funding for the
courthouseproject asdesigned,
regectingeffortsthisspringby the
Office of Management and
Budget toforcethedimination
of four courtrooms from the
design.

Theveto doesnot appear to
be related to the courthouse
constructionfunds. Hopefully,
the budget issues will be
resolvedshortly, andfundingfor
theannex will beforthcoming.

Bicentennial
Celebration-symposium
MarcH 8-9, 2001

A Symposium organized by the Historical Society of the District of
Columbia Circuit will celebrate the 200" anniversary of the Courts of the
CircuitonMarch8intheceremonial courtroomof the E. Barrett Prettyman
United States Courthouse and on March 9 in the Ronald Reagan Interna-
tional TradeCenter. Chief JudgeHarry T. Edwardswill opentheMarch
8 program and introduce the Keynote Speaker, Justice Ruth Bader
Ginsburg. A tribute to the District Court by Chief Judge Norma
Holloway Johnson will follow. On March 9 Chief Justice William
H. Rehnquist will deliver the luncheon address. In addition, Justice
Antonin Scalia, together with other jurists, aswell asscholarsandlawyers,
will participatein panel discussions, addressing subjectswhich should beof

great interest to all:

THEe DistricT COURT
AND ITs CONSTITUTIONALLY
UNIQUE RoOLES

PRESENTERS:
Prof. Charles Ogletree
Prof. Judith Resnik

PANELISTS:

Hon. Willliam B. Bryant
Judith Richards Hope
Darryl W. Jackson
Brendan Sullivan

MODERATOR:
Hon. Joyce Hens Green

THE SPpeciaL CONTRIBUTIONS
ofF THE D.C. CircuIT TO
ADMINISTRATIVE Law

PRESENTERS:
Hon. A. Raymond Randolph
Prof. Daniel Ernst

PANELISTS:

Hon. Antonin Scalia
Hon. Lois Schiffer
Richard Wiley
Thomas Williamson

MODERATOR:
Hon. David Tatel

CONSTITUTIONAL
CONFRONTATIONS IN THE
D.C. CircuiT COuRTS

PRESENTERS:
Hon. Patricia M. Wald
Prof. Louis Henkin

PANELISTS!
Phoebe Haddon
Maureen Mahoney
John Roberts
Hon. Charles F. C. Ruff

MODERATOR:
Philip Allen Lacovara

EquaLiTYy DECISIONS
OF THE
D.C. CirculT CouRTs

PRESENTERS:
Prof. Randall Kennedy
Prof. Catharine MacKinnon

PANELISTS!
Prof. Lillian BeVier
Prof. Peter Edelman
Dean Claudio Grossman
Theodore Olson
Prof. Roger Wilkins

MODERATOR;
Hon. Jamie Gorelick

United Sates Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit
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SCENES FROM THE 2000 JUDICIAL CONFERENCE

Thethemeof theD.C. Circuit Judicia Conference —heldinWilliamsburg, Virginiain June— wastheHistory
of theFuture. Thethreeanchor panels, moderated by Chief JudgeHarry T. Edwards, District JudgePaul
Friedman and Dean K athleen Sullivan of Stanford Law School, addressed the challengesahead for legal
education, thepracticeof law, and thefederal judiciary. Inaddition, Chief Justice Rehnquist addressed
confereesonthehistory and future of the Supreme Court.

A tented BBQ
started the
Conference on a
festive note
Wednesday
evening.

s T e
=
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The Thursday morning fun run.

After welcoming
conferees to Will-
iamsburg, Chief
Judge Edwardsled
hispanel inalively
debate about the
futureof legal edu-
cation and itsrela-
tionshiptothelega
profession.

After their presentation, JudgeFriedmangreets
some of his panelists.

United Sates Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit
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At the Thursday evening banquet, the Chief Justice chats with the late
Steve Allen, NPR's Nina Totenberg and conferee Judith Richards Hope.

On Friday, Dean Sullivan and her panel discussed issues and challenges
facing thejudiciary inthe 21st Century.

Steve Allen

InMemoriam
1921 - 2000

During a career that spanned a half-century,
Steve Allen left hismark onvirtualy every field
of entertainment. At the Conference banquet,
- Sudge Flamnery. pic- Mr. Allentreated guests_to af_ew _of thethousands
The Inns of Court awar ded X gaught or Irene, the of songs that he has written in hlsextraord|_nary
ith hiswife R\taa_nd his donFriday. career. Mr. Alleq was a renovv_ngd entertainer,
tured Wi t Professondism Awar artist and humanist. His participation in the
Conference was greatly appreciated.

prestigious Circui

United States Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit
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THE COURT AND THE COMMUNITY

TuTtorING AT J.O. WILSON

Thisyear marksthe fourth anniversary of thecircuit’ stutoring
program at J.O. Wilson Elementary School. Although it originally
began with Court of Appealsstaff, the program hasgrown toinclude

some 30 employeesfrom both courts. Volunteersregularly spend a
few hours a month one-on-one with some very enthusiastic chil-
dren.

Assistant Principal Jean Sommerville, the
courts primary point of contact at J.O. Wilson, says
that she and Principal Erma Fields are “thrilled”
with thetutoring program. “Wefeel sofortunate g~
that we were chosen as the courts' partners in -
education,” beamsMs. Sommerville.

Thetutorsal sofindthat they arethrilled by theirinvolvement withthe
children. MaryAnne McMain, aregular participant from the Court of Appeals
Clerk’ s Office, putsit thisway: “Tutoring at J.O. Wilsonisalot of fun. | really
like working with the young kids. It’s nice because they are so eager to learn;
they’re little sponges. And I’'m so impressed with the school’s and parents
commitment to the future of their children and their community.”

| EARNING CENTER GRADS
RECEIVE AN AssSIST FROM
CHIEE JUDGE

Five and ahalf years ago, Chief Judge Edwards began tutoring Curtis Jones and |leashea Sheffield, seventh
graders participating in the after-school program at the One Ministries UNIQUE Learning Center in the Shaw
area of Washington, D.C. Curtis, who graduated from Woodrow Wilson High School, and Ileashea, who
graduated from Dunbar High School, are now completing their first semester of college.

Both students credit the Learning Center with broadening their horizons and hel ping them achievetheir goal
of abtaining college scholarships. Curtis, who hopes to become a computer programmer, is a freshman at
PennsylvaniaState University. |leasheaattends Roanoke Collegewhere sheismajoring in communicationsand
journdism.

The court hasaparticular interest in these star students asthey both interned in the Clerk’ s Office. The court
family wishes Curtis and |leasheawell in their new journeys.

United Sates Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit
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CirculT ARcHITECT GIVES
STUDENTS NEW PERSPECTIVE

Earlier this year, Circuit Architect Sara Delgado,
drawing on her work onthe courthouse annex, gavethe
fourth-, fifth- and sixth-graders from Bay Montessori
School inLexington Park, Maryland, alessoninoneof the
practical applicationsof geometry. Aspart of aunique
educational program, the students were learning the
principlesof geometry through the study of architecture.
Theprogramculminatedinavisttothecourthouse, where
the children spent the day seeing how the lessons they
learnedintheclassroomplay outinared-lifearchitectura
endeavor -- theannex project.

Joined by Rosemary Grubb of the Spaceand Facilities
Divisionof the Administrative Officeof theU.S. Courts,
Saraledthestudentsonatour of thecourthouse, reviewed
theplansfor the annex, and explai ned the phases of the
annex design process. Saraal so compared the proposed
courthouseproject totheEast Wing of theNational Gallery
of Art, an annex that isrecognized asone of thetop ten
buildingsof the Twentieth Century.

“The children were terribly excited about the
presentation,” accordingtotheir teacher, Juliet Gillespie.
“Sarabrought life to our year-long study of geometry
througharchitecture.”

For her part, Saraenjoyed theopportunity to sharethe
annex planswithanew audience.

_

Sara Delgado, assisted by Rosemary Grubb of the
AO, discusses annex plans with elementary students.

EMPLOYEE
APPRECIATION
DAY 2000

In June of each year, the court family gathers to
recognize employees for uniquely outstanding per-
formance during theterm. Three awards are given:
the Outstanding Employee of the Year Award;
Exceptiona Accomplishment Awards; and the Peer
Award. Congratulationsto this year'swinners:

OUTSTANDING EMPLOYEE
OF THE YEAR

SyvLvia BrRowN

EXCEPTIONAL
ACCOMPLISHMENT AWARDS
Eva BRowN
JANICE JACKSON
Mike McGRraIL
MICHELLE SEO

PEeErR AWARD
JANICE JACK SON
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PRACTITIONER
NOTES

Advisory Committee
Membership Changes

Earlier this year, Katherine Anne
Meyer, William Bradford Reynolds and
Christopher J. Wright each completed a
second term on the Committee on Pro-
cedures. In addition, Steven M. Umin
and Richard J. Leon completed two
terms of service on the Committee on
Admissions and Grievances. Finaly,
Myles V. Lynk, along-time member of
the Committee on Pro Bono Legal
Ser vices, stepped down last winter when
he accepted a teaching position at Ari-
zona State University College of Law.

TheCourt of Appeal swishestothank
each of these individuals for their out-
standing assistance and expert advice.

The new committee members are —
Committee on Procedures. Kenneth
S. Geller of Mayer, Brown & Platt;
Mark |. Levy of Howrey, Simon, Arnold
& White; and Virginia A. Seitzof Sidley
& Austin. Committee on Admissions
and Grievances. Mary Patrice Brown
of theU.S. Attorney'sOfficeand Martha
Purcell Rogers of Ober, Kaler, Grimes
& Shriver. Committee on Pro Bono
Legal Services. Katherine L. Garrett
of the Department of Justice.

Changes to Court-Appointed
Counsdl Letter and Form 72

Thisfall thecourt’ sstandard letter to
court-appointed counsel was modified, as
wasform 72, which counsel must fill out
prior to oral argument. Thenew versions
of bothareavailableonthecourt'sinternet
site — www.cadc.uscourts.gov.

Automation Update

Web Pages and Electronic Filing for
the Microsoft Case . . . inearly October, thecourt

dedicated aportion of itsinternet site to information concerning
theMicrosoft case. Thepagesprovideportabledocument format
(pdf) versionsof all of the court’ sorders, aswell asall pleadings
filed by the parties since September 26, 2000. These ordersand
pleadings are available on the day that they arefiled. The case
docket is also available on the site. Additionally, the page
provides links to important orders in the United States District
Court. Finally, information concerning oral argument arrange-
mentsand accommodationsfor thepublicand presswill beposted
on the site as they are made.

The court isalso providing an e-mail notification service for
the Microsoft case. Subscribersto the servicewill receivean e-
mail message whenever a pleading, brief, etc. is electronically
submitted or the court issues an order or notice in the case.
Interested parties may register by following the instructions on
the main Microsoft webpage.

New Features On the internet . . .in
addition to the creation of the Microsoft pages, thecourt recently
added some new featurestoitsinternet site, including adynamic
home pagethat automatically changesto provide each day’ soral
argument schedul e, special eventsinformation, and notice of the
most recently rel eased opinions(includinglinkstotheactual text
of the opinions and release sheets). The new home-page also
containslinkstoimportant announcementsandto new or recently
updated documents.

CMZECF On Hold . . . The Administrative Office

of the United States Courts has experienced delays in the
devel opment of anappellateversion of the case management and
electronic case filing software. As a result, CM/ECF was not
implemented this fall. At this time, the court has not decided
whether to continueto participatein the Administrative Office's
project or to explore other options.
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